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furnished information to the Ku Xlux Klan and the
Minutemen,

FREED advised he desired to send a copy of
the movie script to MICHAEL MC COWAN, former investi-
gator for the Defense Team who represented SIRHAN
-BISHARA SIRHAN,

It is noted that the theory expressed in this
movie script has previously been brought forth by Mr.
JOHN CHRISTIAN and before that was advanced by Los
Angeles attorney BARBARA WARNER BLEHR., This matter was
set forth in detail in referenced Los Angeles letter, The
former confidential source made a copy of this scrlpt
available to the Los Angeles Office,

This same former confildential source also
advised that MICHAEL MC COWAN also recelved from a
G. M. YOUNG a copy of a manuscrlpt of a book entitled,
"The Killing of Robert F. Kennedy." YOUNG co-author of
the book with a JACK KIMBROUGH, is supposed to be the
nephew of DONALD FREED,

Source indicated that the KIMBROUGH and YOUNG
manuscript appears to advance the theory concerning the
killing of the late Senator XENNEDY as espoused by FREED
in his screen play. The source also made available a copy
of thls. :

Two copies each of the described exhibits are
being forwarded to the Bureau for information., The extra
copy is furnished in the event the Bureau desires to furnish
a copy of these documents to the Department of Justice.
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PAGE TWO
TELEPHONE NUMBER 213-485-5823, WAS CONTACTED AND HE ADVISED wawqm%zw)
THE ONLY PERTINENT STATUTE HE WAS AWARE OF IN THIS MATTER nﬁi?’ ?w“%
WOULD BE CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE, SECTIONS 6258 THROUGHT §*”L
6260, THE SHORT TITLE OF WHICH IS KNOWN AS CALIFORNIA PUBLIC
RECORDS ACT. INCLUDED IN THIS ACT IS SECTION 6254 SUB F,
WHICH EXCLUDES FROM PUBLIC DISCLOSURE ".... INVESTIGATIONS
CONDUCTED BY »... THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND THE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND ANY STATE OR LOCAL POLICE AGENCY
eees™ PEREZ FURTHER ADVISED THAT THE LAPD HAS BEEN SERVED WITH
A 60 PAGE REQUEST BY THE NATIONAL NETWORK CBS REQUESTING
DISCLOSURE OF THE ENTIRE LAPD FILE ON THE INVESTIGATION OF THE
ASSASSINTATION OF ROBERT F. KENNEDY. INCLUDED IN THIS FILE
ARE COPIES OF ALL OF THE FBI REPORTS ON THE INVESTIGATION,
WHICH WERE DISSEMINATED TO THE LAPD. PEREZ STATED THAT THIS
" REQUEST WILL BE GIVEN A HEARING BEFORE THE LOS ANGELES
POLICE COMMISSION IN THE POLICE COMMISSION HEARING ROOM,
PARKER CENTER, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, AT 2:09 PM, ON JULY
24, 1975,
PEREZ INDICATED THAT HE FEELS CBS INTENDS TO PURSUE THIS
MATTER INTO COURT IF NECCESSARY . HE ANTICIPATES THAT NO
DECISION OF THE POLICE COMMISSION ON THE MATTER OF DISCLOSURE
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PAGE THREE

WILL BE MADE AT THE HEARING TOMMORROW. HE FURTHER ADVISED

THAT NO CONCRETE DECISION AS TO DISCLOSURE HAS BEEN MADE Y,
AS YET BY THE OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY, PEREZ REQUESTEDAV,LLtiu A
INFORMATION CONCERNING WHETHER ANY DEPARTMENTAL ORDER, 7
FEDERAL REGULATION OR FEDERAL STATUTE EXISITS, WHICH WOULD

BAR RELEASE OF THE FBI INVESTIGATIVE IgéERMATION CONTAINED

IN THE LAPD FILES, HE SPECIFICALLY REQUESTED THE LEGAL FORCE pr
BEHIND THE PROPERTY STATEMENT CONTAINED ON FBI DOCUMENTS,
WHICH ARE DISSEMINATED TO OUTSIDE AGENCIES. PEREZ WAS
ADVISED OF THE CONTENTS OF DEPARTMENTAL ORDER 3464 REVISED
SUPPLEMENTAL FOUR AND OF THE EXISTANCE OF TITLE 28, UNITED
STATES CODE (USC), SECTION 534, 1IN ADDITION TO THE

ABOVE INFORMATION PEREZ ALSO gggggg;sn'rnt CURRENT LOCATION | “Lboij;&?b
OF THE REPORTS WHICH WERE GIVEN BY THE LAPD TO THE FEDERAL ” 3t
GOVERNMENT AND WHETHER THERE IS CURRENTLY ANY PUBLIC OR MEDIA

ACCESS TO THESE FILES. HE REQUESTED THIS INFORMATION BECAUSE HE

FELT IT WOULD BE EMBARRASSING TO THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES

T0 WITHHOLD THEIR FILES IF IN FACT THE IDENTICAL INFORMATION

CAN CURRENTLY BE OBTAINED FROM THE FBI OR THE DEPARTMENT OF

JUSTICE. 1IN THIS REGARD HE STATED IT WAS KIS UNDERSTANDING

THAT THREE COPIES OF EACH LAPD REPORT WERE MARE. HE STATED
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PAGE FOUR '

HE HAS BEEN INFORMED THAT TWO OF THESE COPIES ARE IN THE
POSSESSION OF THE LAPD AND THAT THE THIRD HAD BEEN DESIGNATED
FOR THE ATTORNY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES SO THAT THEY
COULD BE PLACED IN THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES, 1IF POSSIBLY, PEREZ
WOULD LIKE THE ANSWERS TO HIS ABOVE REQUESTS PRIOR'Td THE
POLICE COMMISSION. HEARING, WHICH WILL BE HELD-AT 2:82 PM

ON JULY 24, 1975, PEREZ WILL MAINTAIN CONTACT WITH THE LOS
ANGELES FBI-AND:WILL ADVISE OF ANY ACTION DECIDED UPON BY THE

CITY ATTORNEY OR:THE LAPD POLICE COMMISSION, THE BUREAU IS /. e
' ‘ : Zﬁ&ﬂ :
_REQUESTED TO SURPLY ANY INFORMATION CONCERNING DEPARTMENTAL ~ ,.F 4 QM

; ORDERS, REGULATIONS, OR STATUTES, WHICH WOULD LIMIT LAPD s —%E;]

i * /)

: DISCLOSURE OF FBI INFORMATION, 1IN ADDITION, THE BUREAU IS
REQUESTED TO ASCERTAIN THE ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS POSED
BY PEREZ IN REGARDS TO THE LOCATION OF THE LAPD INVESTIGATIVE
FILES, AND WHETHER THERE IS CURRENTLY ANY PUBLIC OR MEDIA
ACCESS TO THESE FILES, \
END
MPM FBIHQ CLR
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"= SIRHAN, From Page c-—t-—. |

. Ted Charach, a Los Angeles-based,
Canadian-born journalist who early
questioned the official version of the as-
sasgination, has produced and toured the
nation with a documentary called “The
Segond Gun.”

Last February, Rep. Henry B. Gon-
zalez (D-Tex.) introduced a measure in
~-Congress to establish a select commit-
tee for a broad investigation of the as-
sassinations of John and Robert Ken-
nedy, the Rev. Martin Luther King and
the aftempted assassination of Gov.
George C. Wallace. He has 39 co-spon-
sors for the bill.

Allard K. Lowenstein, a former con-
gressman from New York, who is now
chairman of California’s Fair Political
Practices Commission, demands that a
panel of impartial experts be permitted
to: ;

® Refire Sirhan’s gun fo check chal-
lenged cvidence offered by DeWayne
Wolfer, chief of the Los Angeles Police
Department's scientific investigation di-
vision. '

® Examine bullet holes in three
soundproof ceiling panels from the pan-
try and in the right shoulder-pad area
of Kennedy’s coat to determine the num-
ber and the direction of bullets which
struck them, '

® Analyze evidence bullets through a
neutron activation process to determine
whether all the bullets were fired from
Sirhan’s gun.

® Read the illustrated, 10-volume sum-
mary of the Los Angeles police inves-
tigation of the assassination,

Everyone Was Certain

0 THE PROSECUTORS who helped
-convict Sirhan and to the police of-
ficers who investigated the case, it is
Judicrous to question whether Sirhan
was the only gunman. Was there ever
a plainer case?

Perhaps 90 to 100 persons were
jammed: in the Ambassador’s pantry
when Sen., Kennedy was shot. Close
friends and associates were in nearly
physical contact with him. Suddenly, Sir-
han rushed across the room, screamed
an oath, reached past an assistant mai-
tre d' escorting Kennedy and fired at

the senator.

Sirhan was captured.. His gun was
seized and his captors protected him
from .enraged members of the crowd:

Not a single person who was in that
crowded paniry now says anyone beside
Sirhan was seen firing a gun. A tele-
vision film runner once said he saw a

guard fire a wsepon but he has since
hacktracked. .

the trial, Sirhan admitted
Kennedy, and his attorneys focused 2t
tempts to save his life on grounds of
diminished mental capacity.

So what, authorities may well ask
now, are media types, conspiracy buffs
and publicity seekers talking about? It's
simply ridiculous to say that anyone but
Sirhan was firing in that pantry.

Skeptics say, on the other hand, that
it is precisely because everyone was SO
certain that Sirhan was the lone assassin
that the present situation was created.
They say evidence introduced in the
trial was not subjected to rigorous cross-
examination and eyewitness testimony
which appeared to conflict with the
prosecution’s case was discounted or
ignored. _

To understand what the doubters are
questioning and authorities are answer-
ing, it is perhaps best to considz_r the
complicated circumstances in sections.

The Guns . ,
JRHAN'S GUN was an Iver-Johnson
22 caliber 8shot Cadet model with.
a short barrel, Number H33725. Sirhan
paid a few dollars for it second-hand.
The wiry, 5foot 3-inch Jordanian
refugee fought fiercely to keep it.

To cries of “Get him!”, “Get the
gun!”, some of those near Kennedy
grappled with Sirhan. Karl Uecker, a
hefty, 180-pound assistant maitre d’,
wrestled Sirhan to a tabletop and hit
his gun hand against it.

Bill Barry, the senator’s bodyguard
who had been escorting Kennedy’s wife,
Ethel, fought through the crowd and
twisted the revolver from Sirhan’s hand.

Criminologist Wolfer testified about
the gun two days later at a grand jury
hearing. His expert testimony was that
a bullet removed from the area of
Kennedy’s sixth cervical vertebra and
another taken from William Weisel's
abdomen had been fired by the Iver-
Johnson revolver.

Four of the seven test bullets which
Wolfer indicated were fired from Sir-
han's gun and reclaimed were intro-
duced as Exhibit 5B.

At Sirhan’s trial —months later —
Wolfer said that Sirhan’s gun had fired
the Kennedy and Weisel evidence bul-
lets. Three test bullets used for com-
parison were introduced as Exhibit 55,

The envelope holding the bullets was
marked with the gun serial number
H18602—not H53725, the number of Sir-
#an's gun. The wrong number was not
_ discovered until nearly two years later.
. ' Pasadena criminologist William W.
Harper, a sometime critic of Wolfer's
work, noted it in November, 1870,
while checking physical evidemee in

= T A o, g LY s offie

E%

~~nden affidavit dated Dec. 28, 1970,

Harper, new 72, concluded that two.

- .22-caliber guns were involved in the

Kennedy assassination. ) C
‘He surmised further that the sema-

-tor was killed by a shot fired from a

position other than Sirhan’s, and he.
considered it “extremely wunlikely”
that Sirhan even shot Kennedy. o

Both the DA and the police ex-
plained the wrong serial number on
Exhibit 55 as a “clerical error” made
by Wolfer in confusing the number
of a second .22 caliber revolver used
for other tests, '

Because Sirhan’s gun had been in-
troduced as evidence at the grand
jury on June 7, 1968, authorities said,
it was not available for muzzle-dis-
tance tests made by Wolfer on June
11. ’ B

Therefore, they said, Wolfer
checked out another Iver-Johnson
Cadet Model .22 revolver—Number
H18602—from the police department’s
property division on June 10, and
used it next day to check the range at
which Kennedy had been shot.

When he later made out Exhibit 55
for the trial, Wolfer wrote H18602 on
the envelope containing three test
bullets instead of the number of Sir-
han’s gun, officials said.

To skeptics the wrong number
raises the possibility that proper bul-
let comparisons were never made.
They suggest Sirhan’s gun may have
been so badly damaged in the gun-
man’s capture it could not be used to
testfire bullets for comparison.

The Los Angeles Times obtained a
Superior Court order a week ago to’
view physical evidence in the case, in-
cluding Sirhan's revolver. The weapon
(H53725) appeared from superficial ex-
amination fo he operable.

Newsmen representing the Times
also found @ notation on Exhibit 5B
which tends to support the official

" contention that a clerical error is re- -

sponsible for the wrong serial num-
ber on the test bullets introduced as
Exhibit 55 at Sirhan’s trial.

The serial number on 5B intro-
duced at the grand jury—four of sev-
en test bullets Wolfer said were fired
from Sirhan’s revolver—was FH3725, .

. the serial number of Sirhan’s. gun.

2= -
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graphs of the enti e cxrcumferences of,
brullets by rotating them in phases in
front of a lens. The photos then can
be placed side by side for comparison.

In his affidavit, Harper declared
that his examination had failed to dis-
close any individual characteristics es-
tablishing that the Kennedy and Wei-
sel bullets had been fired from the
same gun.

Furthermore, Harper said, his study
disclosed that the Kennedy bullet nas
a rifling angle about 23 minutes or 14
per cent greater than the rifling angle
of the Weisel bullet. Bullets are mark-
ed when they are spun by spiral rifling
grooves built into a gun’s barrel to
stabilize a missile in flight. Harper
measured these marks.

He went on to conclude, “It is, there-
fore, my opinion that bullets 47 and 54
could not have been fired from the
same gun.”

.The Los Angeles police board of
inquiry appointed to investigate the
challenge to Wolfer’s competence re-
ported in October, 1971, that when
analyzed the importance of Harper’s
23-minute difference is “questionable.”

Pointing out that a circle is divided
into 360 degrees and a degree is com-
posed of 60 minutes, the board noted
the difference reported by Harper
amounts to about one-third of a de-
gree.

“When the difficulty of exactly
aligning the two bullets is realized,
the minute difference of 23 minutes
loses its importance,” the board con-
cluded,

But in Noveinber, 1973, another ex-
pert arrived at the same conclusion as
Harper: that the Kennedy and Weisel
bullets were not fired from the same
weapon.

& Leon MacDonell, director

e — -

|

——— M|

|

© of The Laworatory of Forensxc Science 1 | difte=visinity. You might imagine thase. |

in Corning, N.Y., signed an affidavit -
based on his study of the Harper photo- |
graphs of the ‘evidence bullets. . \

" MacDonell introduced to the contro- |
versy a new element: cannelures. Can- |
1

nelures are knurled rings running
ar,ound a bullet’s circumference. They
are placed there in the manufacture,

MacDonell noted the Kennedy bul-
let has one cannelure while the Weisel
buliet has two. Yet shell.casings in Sir-
han’s gun identified the ammunition as
longrifle minimags made by Omark-
C.C.I. of Lewiston, Idaho, He said
Omark reported to him that it had
never manufactured longrifle mini-‘.\
mag ammunition with less than two
cannelures,

Also, MacDonell said he had found a
difference in rifling angles of “nearly
one-half of a degree” between the Ken-
nedy and Weisel bullets and had failed
to find matching individual character-
jstics on the two missiles.

“Overall sharpness of t}{e Kennedy

+ a barrel whose rifling was in far better
' condition than the one from which the
' Weisel bullet was fired,” he said.

t

|
t
'.
bullet suggests that it was fired from |
[
|
{
|

In response to questions posed by
the Los Angeles Times, the district

- - RS ——

1

' aitorneys office challenged the find- '

¢ ings of both MacDonell and Harpe
Positive identification of bullets fs
coming from a particular weapon reg

"
{
i

upon microscopic study of the evi- '

dence, not photographs, the statement
said. Furthermore, the DA maintained,
both rifling angles and cannelures are
not “significant” in the positive iden-
tification of evidence bullets,

. The Eyewitnesses

' HE EXPERTS are certain Sen.
T Kennedy was shot from a distance

\ g

i
|
|

|

|

cxrcumstances offer poor materxal for |

controversy

Actually, to thése who queshon the"-
official “version, eyewitness actounts -

of the shooting are cited ag persuasive

evidence that the full story has never-'

| been told. -

., Some of those near Kennedy have,

said the muzzle of Sirhan’s gun never
.came close enough to inflict nearly

, contact wounds. If they are correct, .

i then who fired the shots that struck -

Kennedy at point-blank range~—as the

f autopsy shows? A second gunman?

Police Chief Ed Davis .recently re-

- fused to answer questions about the
, case on grounds that it had been set-
" tled at Sirhan’s trial and in subsequent
_legal actions, ihcluding an appeal.
In 1971, however, the Los Angeles
! police board of inquiry relied on the
absence of eyewitnesses to maintain;
+ “It is unrealistic at this time to theo-
, rize that a second gun was fired dur-.
i ing the assassination. Many people wits
, nessed this crime, but not oné of those
‘ persons observed a second gunman fir.
! ing a weapon.”
| To the doubters, that pohce assun
ance settled nothing.
The district attorney’s office mmsted

h

\—.—

dence and eyewitness accounts at Sir-
han’s trial showed that Sirhan was in
a position to shoot Kennedy at “vir-
tually point-blank range.”

The DA suggested eyewitness ac-
counts do not coincide in every detail
because: not all witnesses have the
same vantage point; no witness is nec-
essarily more or less reliable than an-
other; not all witnesses who testified -
at the trial were asked about muzzle
distance; not all witnesses were in a

a week ago that bhoth physical evi-

N —

|

of 1 to 3 inches behind the right ear
and 1 to 6 inches beneath the right  position to observe each z=11‘1d<,_e__3z;_ﬂ;_L__.,|
arm. The greater numbers are the out- etaiL. )
side limits, according to police expert i i
wolfer and coroner Noguchi. Actually,
they estimated the muzzle distances
were nearly contact.
Nearly contact. In a room crowded
" with 90 to 100 potential witnesses, !
: P
about 30 of them in Kennedy’s imme-

- _ —
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/Si‘ncerely, -
(o ”O
\M i
I { ﬂ/
John J. Popp
(/Rgol Bothwell
eseda. CA 9137~
Y SEY
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The Deputy Atty.
Mar. 10, 1975
pPage 2

Wwe are willing to

whether it exceeds

file before we decide upon what parts of it,
to have reproduced.

Encl.
BF:crxr

811 Prince St.
Alexandria,

Tel: 548-4623

General

bear the cost of search regardless of
$25.00. However, we wish to examine
if any, we

the
wish i

Sincerely yours,

Q—*‘““’ '(/-é')v}/ﬁ:(/»?vi/ Pl"

Bernard Fensterwald, Jr. |
Executive Director

Committee to Investigate Assassznatlons

Virginia 22314
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dated 8/28/75, same r?REU 42

Assoc, Dir.
| Dep. AD Atm. 7
" Dep. AD lnv.V2_

o EM
Asst. Dir.: MAL ~
Admin, LED ! "]
Comp. Syst. (ol 3
‘ Exf.PAff:iv's —_— hd t P 8 1975 r
Files & C m. - ’ . f
Gen. lnv . :FB, I
ldent N{ .

N

+ Inspection _— / }‘,.
Jinvalt. / A ~
: Loboratory \Q }/ y )
;‘ Pian. & Eval. _] /

Spec. Inv. §

/
Training ﬁ!ff #y
Tetshans e SEP 1) ¢

Director Sec'y MAIL ROOM

. ‘. ’i
® SEP O 1L
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PAGE Ty0 56-136
BUREAU, LOS ANGELES HAS A 102 SUBLECT FILE ON KIMBROUGH,
LOS ANGELES lﬁﬂ-5ﬂ4é8 (NO BUREAU FILE NUMBER). LOS ANGELES
FILE REFLECTS KIMBROUGH WAS EXPELLED FROM "YOUNG
PROGRESSIVES OF AMERICA™ IN ABOUT 1958 ON CHARGE OF WHITE
CHAUVINISM AND WAS SUBSCRIB ER TO DWP QOTTM CASE WAS CLOSED
1974 AS KIMBROUGH HAD NO ACTIVITY WITH CP MATTERS.,
FORMER SA LA JEUNESSE DID NOT ASK ADVICE OR
(LEARANCE FROM BUREAU CONCERNING APPEARANCE, BUT HAS
ASSURED THAT HE WILL PORTRAY THE BUREAU IN A FAVORABLE
LIGHT. IT IS NOTED THAT FORMER SA LA JEUNESSE HAS KNOWLEDGE
OF THIS CASE AS HE ACTED IN THE CAPACITY OF A LIAISON
REPRESENTATIVE WITH THE POLICE DEPARTMENT IN THIS MATTER.
THE ABOVE IS FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE BUREAU.
END
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TO
\/A FROM

SUBJECT:

. M. J. Stack, Jr., W%

OPTIONA[ FORM NO, IO
MAY leZ/EDIYION
GSA GEN. REG. NO, 27

UNITED STATES GO!ERNMENT -

5010—-106

Assoc. Dir.
Dep. AD Adm. __

Dep. AD inv. __~

Memorapdum ot Coshiran S

: 1I-Mr, Stack Comp. Syst. —
+ Mr. Cgehr © DATE: August 22, 1 Files & Com _

Gen. Inv.
Ident.
Inspection
intell.
Loboratory
Plan, & Eval. _

P
.

O

ASSASSINATION OF ROBERT F. KENNEDY

Spec. Inv.

Training

Legal Coun.

Telephone Rm. __

The attached newspaper article appeared in the Washington
Post on 8/15/75. It reports the order by a Superior Court Judge in
Los Angeles, California, that the weapon used‘in the assassination be
refired and that prior to 9/11/75, the concerned attorneys decide on
which ballistics expert should conduct this test firing and, presumably,
associated comparison examinations,

Director Sec’y ___

This is indicative of a growing furor concerning alleged
discrepancies in connection with the Los Angeles, California, Police
laboratory examinations dealing with the assassination; a furor expressing
itself in demands for reexamination of the evidence, with emphasis on the
firearms aspects. In this atmosphere, it is conceivable that the FBI
Laboratory could be asked to assume a ''referee Laboratory' position
regarding a reexamination of the physical evidence involved.

To put this matter in perspective, it should be clearly recalled that
no items of evidence were submitted nor were any examinations conducted
by the FBI Laboratory relating to this case. In addition, the efforts of the
Laboratory over the last two years have been to recognize the competency of
state and local laboratories. In keeping with the latter facet, the Laboratory
has developed a policy that we would not reexamine any items of evidence
previously examined by another laboratory -without the specific request
from the head of that agency, where compelling reasons exist and where
the interest of justice would be served. Even disregarding the tenderness
of this growing relationship or the political ramifications involved, our
overriding concern must be directed towards the inherent difficulties of

such reexaminations. \QD‘ REC 3@ 4: (32 ) f;?,7 / 3 I 0

For instance, neWspaper accounts indicate that the evidence
weapon was test fired a minimum of séven times and along with the
test bullets was handled and examined dueing thé"'“"‘férvenmczyear “hy
numerous authors, n wsmen and others questlomngsi&%e Emal results,

. 1975

1-Mr. Mintz

1-Mr. Moore @ﬁ\&‘ o T e
\*\\\'Q «gﬁ.
MIS:cp (5) v (CONTINUED - OVER) By
o

l& EP: \ 7 T
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Memorandum to Mr. Cochran
ASSASSINATION OF ROBERT F. KENNEDY

On the face of it, a competent firearms examiner would recognize the
clear possibility that normal barrel changes could result in no conclusion
being reached and rather than such a reexamination ending the controversy,
it would simply accelerate it. As an Assistant District Attorney in

Los Angeles was quoted as saying in one recent newspaper article,

"If the reexamination is inconclusive, God help us all," In addition, the
surface corrosion which would be considered normal after such a long
period (not to mention handling) may well preclude use of the original

test bullets.

RECOMMENDATION:
In view of the above, it is recommended that the Bureau should
resist all attempts to be drawn into the controversy and that, notwithstanding

a request by the concerned laboratory director, we should not consider such
a reexamination unless specifically ordered to by the Attorney General of

the United States. A
6//\“* # %

s
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e
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Russell Tunerich 2. August 28, 1975

or submit to the panel members a thorough explanation
of the examinations conducted in the past.

} éﬁ QL
DALE H. {, Director
Division o w Enforcement

DHS:hp
cct Charles A. Barrett
Al Biasotti

Thomas ¥. Kelleher, Jr.

Inspector-Deputy Assistant Director

F,B.I. Laboratory

Room 7621, 9th and Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20535
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Memorandum to Mr. Cochran
Re: ASSASSINATION OF ROBERT F. KENNEDY

At Mr. Kelley's instructions, I contacted the office of Deputy Attorney
General Harold R. Tyler to advise him of the above information. At Mr. Tyler's
request, I personally briefed him in his office in the early evening of 8/27/75,
concerning the above situation. Mr. Tyler stated he was in full agreement with
the Director's course of action and with the stated conditions concerning FBI
participation commenting *'I wouldn't have it any other way. "

Pursuant to Mr. Kelley's instructions, I thereafter contacted
Mr. Dale Speck and informed him of Mr. Kelley's approval of his nomination
of Special Agent Cunningham for service on the panel under the above-stated
conditions. Mr. Speck fully agreed with these provisions and expressed
appreciation for this action. He estimated the panel members would be chosen
by 9/11/75. ‘ o
RECOMMENDATION:

(1) The attached letter to Mr. Speck confirming the above conversation
be sent.
o

N

(2) That the attached letter to Deputy Attorney General Tyler be sent.

&) %o v

2

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



LA 56-156

investigation of the assassination of President JOHN F.
KENNEDY, furnished information concerning his family
physic1an, Dr. STANLEY DRENNAN, who RAHEB stated had
discussed with others a plan for assassinating President
JOHN F. KENNEDY, Attorney General ROBERT F. KENNEDY, and
20 or 30 members of Congress including Senator JACOB
JAVITTS of New York. This information was previously
furnished to the Bureau under Bureau file 62- 108640
entitled, '"Dr. STANLEY L. DRENNAN".

It is noted that there were no references
to RAHEB in connection with the KENSALT investigation.
Exhaustive investigation was conducted at that time con-
cerning friends of the SIRHAN family; and investigation
conducted at the Fez Night Club where SIRHAN's brother
gﬁ; employed never developed information concerning ALFRED
EB.

In view of the status of this case and also in
consideration of the current reopening of & phase of this
case 1nvolv1ng a reexamination of the ballistics evidence,
no investigation_concerning this matter will be conducted
by this office. :

As all previous information obtained in this
case has been disseminated to the Los Angeles District
Attorney's Office and to the Los Angeles Police Department
(LAPD), copies of this LHM will be furnished to these
departments.

In view of the information received concerning
RAHEB, United States Secret Service at Los Angeles was
telephonically advised and a copy of this memorandum
will also be furnished to that department.

UACB, no further action other than that indicated
will be taken by this ocffice.
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